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SLAUGHTERS PIE-IN-THE-SKYISM’ 
Washington 

Jane Slaughter’s article on industrial policy 
and the Chrysler bail-out is pure pie-in-the- 
skyism ("A Preview of Industrial Policy,” 
The Nation, Oct. IS]. Chrysler has survived, 
and is thriving, thanks to the sacrifices and 
vision of a lot of people — most of all, the 
workers whose jobs were on the line. 

Every union bargaining Jruaiion must 
deal with the facts at hand. By me time me 
existing contract expires, Chrysler workers’ 
earnings will equal those of General Motors 
and Ford workers— not a bad achievement 
for a company once destined for extinction. 

There is no perfect path to a U.S. in- 
dustrial policy, but the Chrysler rescue con- 
tains many practical lessons. Of course one 
can always bay at the moon and hope for 
the millcnium. That, I presume, is what 
Slaughter would have us do when faced with 
industrial decline and bankruptcies. 

Frank Wallick, Editor 
UAW Washington Report 

CALL FOR DOCUMENTS]) 

Washington 

Congress is now considering legislation that 
would exempt certain Central intelligence 
Agency files from the search and review re- 
quirements of the Freedom of Information 
Act (Angus Mackenzie, "The Operational 
Files Exemption,” and Morion H. Haiperin 
and .Allan Adler, ‘There Is No Deal,” The 
Motion, Sept. 24). The Senate Intelligence 
Committee unanimously approved a revised 
version of the bill (S. 1324) on October 4, 
and should issue its accompanying report by 
October 21. 

In its testimony on S. 1324, the American 
Civil Liberties Union said it would oppose 
the bill if its passage would result in any loss 
of access to information that had previously 
been released under the F.O.l.A. in order to 
determine if there would be any loss, the 
committee asked the C.l.A. to examine a list 
of documents it had already released. The 
C.l.A. studied "From Official Files," a 
Center for National Security Studies report 
which summarizes all documents released to 
the center as well as other C.l.A. documents 
that were reported in the press or otherwise 
came to the attention of the center. The 
C.I.A.’s analysis indicates that none of these 
documents would be exempt under the terms 
of S. 1324 and explains why. 

rhat analysis, which will be published in 
the record of the committee’s hearings, is im- 
portant in assessing the bill’s impact. The 
A.C.L.U.. however, wants to be sure that 
certain types of documents are not missing 
from the center’s summary’. For this reason. 
:h; A.C.L.L'. is asking rvnr>|. -..ho hiv rr- 
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proposed bill to submit copies of Mhe 
documents tor review, l he A.C.L.U. will trv 
to ascertain if the types of documents sub- 
mitted would be exempt. The material will* 
not be disseminated if so requested; ihe 
A.C.L.U. will oav copying costs if ner-s. 
sarv„ Documents should be sent to Allan 
Adler. Center for National Security Studies, 
122 Maryland Avenue, N.E., Washington. 
D.C. 20002. The center is a project of the 
A.C.L.U. rounds non iind ^he Funa tot 
Peace. Morton H. Haiperin, Director 
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LIBEL AND CLASS STRUGGLE 
Mew York City 

1 am pleased that Paul Berman finds my 
book Class Struggle Is the Marne of the 
Came : True Confessions of a Marxist Busi- 
nessman "funny” and "amusing" ("But 
Will It Sell?” The Nation , Oct. 8), but l 
would have been happier if he had paid more 
attention to what the book .is about — to 
wit, the condition of small businesses in 
America today; what happens to anyone who 
goes into business (the capitalist as an "em- 
bodiment" of capital); the ongoing validity- 
of Marx's theory of class struggle; and the 
possibility of using the market as pari of a 
- strategy for attacking the market. The auto- 
biographical form of the book is just that, 
the form, and I had hoped that a journal 
concerned with radical thought would de- 
vote less spaee to recounting my anecdotes 
and more to evaluating these main themes. 

As to particulars, 1 shall leave it to readers 
of my book to decide whether the people 
who are criticized, corrected, mocked or sim- 
ply kidded (important distinctions that Ber- 
man ignores) get their just deserts or no. 
More serious — and what does require a re- 
sponse— is Berman’s distorted account of 
my libel suit against Rowland Evans and 
Robert Novak, an act which strikes him as 
both un- Marxist and illiberal. 

First, a correction: the three judges on 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District 
of Columbia did not decide that my suit 
should go forward to trial, as Berman says, 
on the ground that an "expression of opin- 
ion, which was previously exempt from 
libel suits, ought not io be exempt if it con- 
tains wrong facts. " That is a possible reading 
of one judge’s opinion. The other two judges 
came down on my side for other reasons, the 
main one being that what Evans and Novak 
had written about me concerned facts, not 
opinion. That was also the main contention 
in i he brief submitted by my lawyer. 

Berman suggests that my suit is in iomc 
wav directed against the press and is a threat 
io the First Amendment. Though the libel 
laws allow me to sue each of the several hun- 
dred newspapers that earned tne column. I 
am suing only :r.e people who wrote it. Ac- 
cording to Berman, radicals should never sue 
anyone *or libel. Admittedly, in a "good 


society,” there would probably be no lib 
laws, but that is not the issue or the relevai 
context here. Libel laws, as Berman poin 
.out. are used chiefly by the rich and powe. 
ful to silence their critics. Of course that 
unfair, but how is anything changed, for be 
ter or worse, if an occasional poor an 
powerless person tries to use the same laws t 
protect himself or herself? In our imperfec 
capitalist society, imperfect laws can some 
limes — usually with ereal difficulty and s 
no little sacrifice — oc used in this way! Wi 
^the courts use these occasions to further re 
strict freedom of the press and people’ 
rights generally? If they want to. But if the 
want to, there are many occasions they ca. 
use besides my one suit. 

In (he same issue of The Marion , Marti] 
Garbus argues that individuals who holt 
public office or who are'otherwise public fig 
ures should not be able to sue for libe 
("Abolish Libel— The Only Answer"). Tt 
anyone seriously concerned about reforminj 
the libel laws, that is a crucial point, becaus 
suits (and the threat of suits) by public flg 
ures are the real danger to whatever freedon 
of the press exists in this country. In 1978 
when the Evans and Novak column appeared 
I was not in any sense a "public figure.' 
And even Garbus, extreme civil libertariai 
that he is, believes that some kind of libel lav 
is needed to protect the rest of us from se 
rious damage inflicted by dishonest writing 

Unlike most victims of libel, 1 sufferet 
more than "mental anguish.” Evans ant 
Novak’s remarks, some of which were di 
reeled against my work and reputation a 
a professor, had a clear impact on the de 
cision to reject me as chairman of the de 
pan mem of government and politics a 
the University of Maryland (whose Boarc 
of Regents chairman circulated the columr 
extensively). 

Rather than contributing to our oppres- 
sion (Berman’s view), I believe that using 
their imperfect laws against them (are thert 
still any readers who don’t know who Evaru 
and Novak are?) can play an imponant roU 
in our liberation. Reacting passively to in- 
justice only makes tho^e who are responsible 
believe they can get away with even worse the 
next time. No doubt, this conviction also ac- 
counts. in part, for why 1 felt I had to re- 
spond to Berman. Bertel! Oilman 

9 Professor of Politics , 

Mew York University 

BERMAN REPLIES 
Mew York City 

Professor Oilman, as is his wont, takes his 
writings more senouslv :han 1 do. Concern- 
ing his sun, the civil libertarians I have con- 
sulted. including Martin Garous. think he's 
following an unfortunate course. Sometimes 
pecole must *ue. nut because Oilman is a 
public fleure, hi* cave :s not one of those 
instances Patti Berman 


